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half a centnry ago, shnddered at the possibilities of the
Armenian press burean just starting in London which
was preparing to maintain a world-wide information serv-
ice for telling everything bad about the Turks and every-
thing good about the Armenians. Under such an attack,
the Turks acquired their unsavory reputation among for-
eign peoples; while, on the other hand, the reputation of
the Armenians is due in great part to reports spread,
in some cases by certain missionaries, and in other cases
by drawing-room sentimentalists. (Consult chapters on
Eacial Characteristics and on The Turkish Press.) Who-
ever has been in the Near East is especially aware of the
meaning of the Japanese proverb, "Where hate follows
hate, hate becomes eternal." The Greeks lost their won-
derful opportunity after the World War due to a prema-
ture desire for territory which they have been too weak
or too ill-supported to obtain. The Armenians failed to
obtain their ambitions because their claims on which they
had staked everything were not backed up by their
friends and supporters when it came to the final test.
How long will it take minorities or weak countries to
understand that in practical politics outside assistance
is a mere gamble? Yet, if ever a people thought that
they were well-supported from abroad, the Armenians
were justly entitled to this opinion. Did not Great
Britain, in accordance with the Treaty of Berlin (1878),
promise to protect the Armenians and was thereby
allowed to occupy and administer the Island of Cyprus
as a "place of arms"? Have not Christians abroad
been generous and ready to aid every appeal for finan-
cial assistance, in some cases to the point of pauperizing
Armenians (as many representatives of the latter race
have told me) ?
At the time of the disorders in the nineties, Great
Britain failed to move towards decisive action,—Lord
Salisbury said that British ships could not traverse the

